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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-16 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, If the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claim 1-3 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, in the 
alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Maniwa (US 5,933,584) jn view of 
Cheng (US 5,544,322). 

Regarding Claim 1, Maniwa teaches a network system for processing image data 
(Column 2, lines 36-40), comprising: 

an image-processing apparatus including an image-reading section to 
read an image from a document (Figure 3, elements 107 and 113); 

an image-printing apparatus including an image-printing section to print an image 
on a sheet (Figure 2, elements 1 06 and 112); 

a plurality of networks including a first network and a second network; (Figures 2 
and 3, where both networks are independent) 
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and a plurality of information processing apparatuses including a first information 
processing apparatus coupled to said first network and a second information processing 
apparatus coupled to said second network; (Column 1 , lines 17-21 and Figures 2 and 3, 
both networks are independent). 

Maniwa does not teach wherein said image-processing apparatus further 
includes: 

an access restriction acquiring section to acquire an access restriction between 
said first information processing apparatus and said second information processing 
apparatus from any one of: (i) one of said plurality of information processing • 
apparatuses, (ii) said image-printing apparatus, and (iii) a storage section provided in 
said image-processing apparatus itself; and 

a routing section to conduct a routing operation between said first information 
processing apparatus and said second information processing apparatus, based on said 
access restriction acquired by said access restriction acquiring section. 

However, Cheng does teach wherein said image-processing apparatus further 
includes: 

an access restriction acquiring section to acquire an access restriction between 
said first information processing apparatus and said second information processing 
apparatus from any one of: (i) one of said plurality of information processing 
apparatuses, (ii) said image-printing apparatus, and (iii) a storage section provided in 
said image-processing apparatus itself (Column 3, lines 25-40); and 
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a routing section to conduct a routing operation between said first information 
processing apparatus and said second information processing apparatus, based on said 
access restriction acquired by said access restriction acquiring section (Column 3, lines 
41-48). 

Maniwa and Cheng are combinable because they both deal with communication 
amongst apparatuses in a network. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Maniwa with the teachings of 
Cheng to create an authentication protocol that provides an authentication to a client 
(Cheng: Column 3, lines 6-9). 

Regarding Claim 2, Maniwa further teaches wherein said image-processing 
apparatus further includes: 

a first network l/F section, through which said image-processing apparatus is 
coupled to said first network (Figure 2 element 112 though the server 106); and 

a second network l/F section, through which said image-processing apparatus is 
coupled to said second network (Figure 3 element 113 though server 107). 

Regarding Claim 3, Maniwa further teaches wherein said image-printing 
apparatus is coupled to one of: (i) image-processing apparatus, and (ii) one of said 
plurality of networks (Figure 4, element 101). 
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Regarding Claim 6, Maniwa further teaches wherein said plurality of information 
processing apparatuses include a computer. (Column 10, lines 5-7) 

Regarding Claim 7, Maniwa teaches a network system for processing image data 
(Column 2, lines 36-40), comprising: 

an image-processing apparatus including an image-reading section to read an 
image from a document (Figure 3, elements 107 and 113); 

an image-printing apparatus including an image-printing section to print an image 
on a sheet (Figure 2, elements 1 06 and 112); 

a plurality of networks including a first network and a second network; (Figures 2 
and 3, where both networks are independent) 

and a plurality of information processing apparatuses including a first information 
processing apparatus coupled to said first network and a second information processing 
apparatus coupled to said second network; (Column 1, lines 17-21 and Figures 2 and 3, 
both networks are independent) 

Maniwa does not teach wherein said image-printing apparatus further includes: 

an access restriction acquiring section to acquire an access restriction between 
said first information processing apparatus and said second information processing 
apparatus from any one of: i) one of said plurality of information processing 
apparatuses, (ii) said image-processing apparatus, and (iii) a storage section provided 
in said image-printing apparatus itself; and 
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a routing section to conduct a routing operation between said first information 
processing apparatus and said second information processing apparatus, based on said 
access restriction acquired by said access restriction acquiring section 

However Cheng does teach wherein said image-printing apparatus further 
includes: 

an access restriction acquiring section to acquire an access restriction between 
said first information processing apparatus and said second information processing 
apparatus from any one of: i) one of said plurality of information processing 
apparatuses, (ii) said image-processing apparatus, and (iii) a storage section provided 
in said image-printing apparatus itself (Column 3, lines 25-40); and 

a routing section to conduct a routing operation between said first information 
processing apparatus and said second information processing apparatus, based on said 
access restriction acquired by said access restriction acquiring section (Column 3, lines 
41-48). 

Maniwa and Cheng are combinable because they both deal with communication 
amongst apparatuses in a network. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Maniwa with the teachings of 
Cheng to create an authentication protocol that provides an authentication to a client 
(Cheng: Column 3, lines 6-9). 
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Regarding Claim 8, Maniwa further teaches wherein said image-printing 
apparatus further includes: 

a first network l/F section, through which said image-printing apparatus is 
coupled to said first network (Column 1 1 , Lines 12-18); and 

a second network l/F section, through which said image-printing apparatus is 
coupled to said second network (Column 11, lines 12-18). 

Regarding Claim 9, Maniwa further teaches wherein said image-processing 
apparatus is coupled to one of: (i) said image-printing apparatus, and (ii) one of said 
plurality of networks (Figure 3, element 101). 

Regarding Claim 12, Maniwa further teaches wherein said plurality of 
information processing apparatuses include a (Column 10, lines 5-7). 

Regarding Claim 13, Maniwa teaches a network system for processing image 
data (Column 2, lines 36-40), comprising: 

an image-processing apparatus including an image-reading section to read an 
image from a document (Figure 3, elements 107 and 113); 

an image-printing apparatus including an image-printing section to print an image 
on a sheet (Figure 2, elements 106 and 112); and 
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an information processing apparatus coupled to both said image-processing 
apparatus and said image-printing apparatus through a network (Figure 5, element 
501); 

wherein one of image-processing apparatus and said image-printing apparatus 
further includes: 

a providable function setting section to establish providable functions for said 
information processing apparatus, based on said restriction information acquired by said 
restriction information acquiring section (Column 10, lines 10-17). 

Maniwa does not teach a restriction information acquiring section to acquire 
restriction information, indicating functions, which are providable from one of said 
image-processing apparatus and said image-printing apparatus to said information 
processing apparatus, from a storage section provided in one of said image processing 
apparatus, said image-printing apparatus and said information processing apparatus. 

However, Cheng does teach a restriction information acquiring section to acquire 
restriction information, indicating functions, which are providable from one of said 
image-processing apparatus and said image-printing apparatus to said information 
processing apparatus, from a storage section provided in one of said image processing 
apparatus, said image-printing apparatus and said information processing apparatus 
(Column 3, lines 25-40). 

Maniwa and Cheng are combinable because they both deal with communication 
amongst apparatuses in a network. 
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Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Maniwa with the teachings of 
Cheng to create an authentication protocol that provides an authentication to a client 
(Cheng: Column 3, lines 6-9). 

Regarding Claims 16,, Maniwa teaches wherein said information processing 
apparatus is a computer (Column 10, lines 5-7). 

4. Claims 4, 5, 10, 11, 14 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Maniwa (US 5,933,584) in view of Cheng (US 5,544,322) further in 
view of Sakellaropoulos (US 5,790,279). 

Regarding Claim 4, Maniwa does teach wherein said image-processing 
apparatus and said image printing apparatus into a single apparatus; and wherein said 
single apparatus is couple to both said first network and said second network (Figure 2 
and 3). 

Maniwa in view of Cheng does not teach wherein said image-processing 
apparatus and said image printing apparatus into a single apparatus. 

Sakellaropoulos does teach wherein said image-processing apparatus and said 
image printing apparatus into a single apparatus. (Figure 1 and column 1 , lines 54-66). 

Maniwa in view of Cheng and Sakellaropoulous are combinable because they 
are dealing with information processing apparatuses. 
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Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify the teachings of Maniwa in view of Cheng with the 
teachings of Sakellaropoulos for the purpose of having one single apparatus( Column 1 , 
lines 60-64). 

Regarding Claim 5, Sakellaropoulos further teaches a single apparatus is a 
digital copier (column 1 lines 48-51 and 54-66). 

Maniwa in view of Cheng and Sakellaropoulous are combinable because they 
are dealing with information processing apparatuses. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify the teachings of Maniwa in view of Cheng with the 
teachings of Sakellaropoulos for the purpose of having one single apparatus( Column 1 , 
lines 60-64). 

Regarding Claim 10, Maniwa does teach wherein said image-processing 
apparatus and said image printing apparatus into a single apparatus; and wherein said 
single apparatus is couple to both said first network and said second network (Figure 2 
and 3). 

Maniwa in view of Cheng does not teach wherein said image-processing 
apparatus and said image printing apparatus into a single apparatus. 

Sakellaropoulos does teach wherein said image-processing apparatus and said 
image printing apparatus into a single apparatus; and wherein said single apparatus is 
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couple to both said first network and said second network (Figure 1 and column 1, lines 
54-66). 

Maniwa in view of Cheng and Sakellaropoulous are combinable because they 
are dealing with information processing apparatuses. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify the teachings of Maniwa in view of Cheng with the 
teachings of Sakellaropoulos for the purpose of having one single apparatus( Column 1 , 
lines 60-64). 

Regarding Claim 1 1 , Sakellaropoulos further teaches a single apparatus is a 
digital copier (column 1 lines 48-51 and 54-66). 

Maniwa in view of Cheng and Sakellaropoulous are combinable because they 
are dealing with information processing apparatuses. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify the teachings of Maniwa in view of Cheng with the 
teachings of Sakellaropoulos for the purpose of having one single apparatus( Column 1 , 
lines 60-64). 

Regarding Claim 14, Maniwa does not teach an image-processing apparatus and 
image printing apparatus into a single apparatus; and 

wherein said single apparatus includes said providable function setting section. 
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However, Sakellaropoulos does teach an image-processing apparatus and 
image printing apparatus into a single apparatus; and 

wherein said single apparatus includes said providable function setting section 
(Figure 1 and column 1 , lines 54-66). 

Maniwa in view of Cheng and Sakellaropoulous are combinable because they 
are dealing with information processing apparatuses. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify the teachings of Maniwa in view of Cheng with the 
teachings of Sakellaropoulos for the purpose of having one single apparatus( Column 1 , 
lines 60-64). 

Regarding Claim 15, Sakellaropoulos further teaches a single apparatus is a 
digital copier (column 1 lines 48-51 and 54-66). 

Maniwa in view of Cheng and Sakellaropoulous are combinable because they 
are dealing with information processing apparatuses. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify the teachings of Maniwa in view of Cheng with the 
teachings of Sakellaropoulos for the purpose of having one single apparatus( Column 1 , 
lines 60-64). 



Application/Control Number: 10/682,21 1 Page 1 3 

Art Unit: 2625 

Conclusion 

1 . THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nicholas C. Pachol whose telephone number is 571- 
270-3433. The examiner can normally be reached on M-T, 7:00 a.m.-5:30 p.m. (EST), 
Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Twyler Haskins can be reached on 571-272-7406. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 



Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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